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V d  Plfmr Company (hereindier ‘Ynif”) hereby files to Reply to Staff‘s Response to 

V;rif’s ~~~~~~ to Staff‘s Motion to Consolidate 

In an ap- attempt tu avoid the preparation of a separate Staff Report. Staff insists that 

Company’s Rate Caw and Financkkg ApplicaGon must be processed and heard together because 

m &&d. It is submitted that call regulatory mtters for a company before the Commission 

ad”, be it a rate fkmcing or even certificate hearing. They all impact on plant, rates and 

service. What Staff steadjtatly refu.res to acknowledge is that there is a orderly sequence 

ng these applications that has a practical impact on &e Company and its customers 

It is evident h r n  the record before this Commission that the Company must add substantial 

@ant fa both camply with ADEQ requirements arrd to serve its cwtomers. The record as deveioped 

iar the Emergency Rate Case ciearly demonstrazc;d the fact that over 700 of Vail’s customers are 



the ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ t i ~ n  from a single well. .bong otficr things, the proposed 

ing ~~~~~ inrertia &e existing systems which would provide safe and reliable senice to thuse 

~~~. if the Canuniss-ion had granted the much ~itzdedl emergency rate relief, the Company 

e‘ prck”eeded With &e WWA Fimmcing Application, closed that loan, and built the plant. 

insufiehx existing rates, the C o r n p 3  must lfttftmpt to accomplish this in 

tep. V d  b received a W F A  allwation. ks the Comniission knlows, those allocations we 

m d  only to ~ o ~ ~ ~ ~ ‘ s  wfho need plant  men€^ to comply with ADEQ mandates. Vail 

an not clwa ucn the indicated lm frcrm two reasons: (1) they need the ACC approval of the 

@; d (2) ?he Company ne& mes to s~app0t-t the debt service of the Iom. A WIFA 

i b ~ t h  diups rnot conthe  h k f i ~ a l y .  WFA has many times the requests for funds as they haw 

e. Therefore, if Vctil does not continue to work toward timely compliance with the 

irenaats, &kitt Slfkation will be mipeci to other needy water providers. 

‘Tho C ~ ~ ~ y  now faces a regdalory dilemma. Vail needs to obtain financing 

from &e ~ o ~ ~ i ~ s ~ ~ ~  to ob&iiin the WlFA hn.  They nt=d the loan to build the much 

9$ p b t .  They zltrd the p~~~ to justify the mkes, which in tum support the loan. The 

s ign gggg do son ie&hg to help the companies they regulate. Staff should not continually 

up rad blocks ~ t r  drive this Company into deteriorating service levels, and possibly 

easing the Company’s Financing A ~ p ~ i c ~ t i o ~  prior to the rate application will permit 

Cnmpan? to comply with WFA’s first request. ‘ W s  m he done much before the estimated 

mut decision in April. 2ooO. It is submitted that the “burden” on Staff to process the Finicing 

d o n  separate from the Rate Application is not unreasonable. Those Applications are not 

men priwssed by the same Staff members. 
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